Arizona Administrative Register
Notices of Final Rulemaking

NOTICES OF FINAL RULEMAKING

The Administrative Procedure Act requires the publication of the final rules of the state’s agencies. Final rules are those which
have appeared in the Register 1st as proposed rules and have been through the formal rulemaking process including approval by
the Governor’s Regulatory Review Council. The Secretary of State shall publish the notice along with the Preamble and the full
text in the next available issue of the Arizona Administrative Register after the final rules have been submitted for filing and publi-
cation.

NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING

TITLE 2. ADMINISTRATION

CHAPTER 5. DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION
PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION

Authorizing statute: A.R.S. § 41-763
Implementing statute: A R.S. § 41-763(6)

3. The effective date of the rules:
March 4, 1997

Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening:
2 A.AR. 4983, December 13, 1996

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking:
2 A.AR. 5014, December 20, 1996

AMe 3 A » AZENCY DE W CnsS.ma)
Name: Gordon Carrigan, Human Resources Generalist
Address: Department of Administration

1831 West Jefferson, Room 107
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Telephone: (602) 542-4784
Fax: (602) 542-2796

6. . . . . N
The adopted rulemaking establishes a reduction in pay for a voluntary grade decrease in the amounts of 2.5.% for 2 1-grade
decrease, 5.0% for a 2-grade decrease and 10% for a 3-grade-or-more decrease. The rulemaking was initiated at the request of var-
tous state agencies on the basis that if an employee is given a salary commensurate with a position of higher responsibility and then
asks to be relieved of that responsibility through a voluntary grade decrease, there should be a salary adjustment to reflect the
{esser responsibility.

Not applicable.

The rulemaking revises the existing rule to require that there be a pay decrease to correspond to a reduction in pay grade for a vol-
untary grade decrease. The rule directly affects state service employees and has no projected impact on small businesses and con-
sumers. State service employees affected will receive reduced pay, with the result that state salary costs and employee-related
expenses (ERE), based upon current statistics, could decrease from $120,000 to $482,000 per year if the number of future volun-
tary grade decreases is consistent with past practice.
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No s&bstantwe changes were made but there were revisions o %he language to improve cianty, conciseness, and undersaandabll»
ity.

One agency head submitied comments to express opposition to the changes in the rule because, in its current form, the rule pro-
vides flexibility in handling reduction in force and employee relations problems. Furthermore, this commenter went on o note that
abuses are not a problem with proper agency oversight.

The proposed rule also was disseminated to personnel managers for comment. They responded 4 in favor and 4 against. Those
against preferred the flexibility of the current rule to allow employees to make career path changes without penaity, t0 make
changes for valid personal reasons, to give management flexibility in reduction in workforce cases, and to reduce the need to use
disciplinary action in place of voluntary grade decreases in certain situations.

One personnel manager placed the proposed rulemaking on E-mail to approximately 6,000 employees and received 17 responses,
all opposed. Those employees prefer the current flexibility that allows them to resolve personal situations and to make career
changes without losing pay that they perceive as being low. The agency is aware that some employees will be affected adversely
by the rule changes and that managers who use the current rule to resolve disciplinary problems will be forced to use alternatives.
However, the agency believes that the changes are necessary to resolve inequities in the application of the rule and to prevent
abuses by employees, such as using the rule to obtain pay increases through a cycle of grade decreases and re-promotions. A cur-
rent list of employees who have taken voluntary grade decreases totals 154 out of 30,000 employees, which indicates that making
the proposed changes should not pose a significant problem.

11

v_ather matie
Not applicable.
12. Incorporations by reference and their location in the rules:

None.

13. Was the rule previously adopied as an emergency rule?
No.

14. The full text of the rules follows:

TITLE 2. ADMINISTRATION

CHAPTER 5. DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION
PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION

ARTICLE 3, CLASSIFICATION AND COMPENSATION for_a decrease of 3 grades or more the-same—as-that
;eesweel—pﬂer—te—th%deerease, provided that the
Section decreased salary i i
R2-5-303. Salary Administration decrease does not exceed the maximum salary or fall
below the minimur salary. of the range-to-whicha-veolun
ARTICLE 3. CLASSIFICATION AND COMPENSATION tary lower grade decrease—is—sescepted. If the decreased
salary reseived-prior-to—the-voluntary prade—desrease
R2-5-303.  Salary Administration would-exceed exceeds the maximum salary of the range,
A. No change. the employee’s salary shall be established-at the maxi-
B. No change. mum salary of the Jower grade to-which-a-veluntary srade
C. No change. decrease-isaceepted.
D. No change. 2. Thesalaryofan An employee whe-is promoted within 1
E. Nochange. year to the immediately nrior class h@%é—p%mﬁe—ehe—w;-
¥. Nochange. antary-prade-deerease shall be receive the salary held by
G.  No change. the-emplovee at the time of the voluntary grade decrease
H. No change. in that class plus any istesvening general and merit
1. Nochange. adiustrent adjustments which-the-employec—seceived
J.  No change. made to the lower salary.
K. No change. 3. Fhesalarrofan An employee whe-is promoted to a class
L. Nochange. other than the gmployee’s immediately arior class held
M. No change. pﬁeHHh@wekmtafy«gpads»dwsass shall be recgive a
N. Nochange. salary set in accordance with subsection (H).
0. Voluntary Grade Decrease 4. The-salary-ofan An original probationary employee who
1. The salary of a permanent status employee who volun- volunteers for a grade decrease shall be paid the entrance
teers for a grade decrease shall be decressed hy 2.5% for salary of the new pay grade.
z 1-grade decrease, 5% for a 2-prade decrease, and 10%
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NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING

TITLE 3. AGRICULTURE

CHAPTER 2. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

ANIMAL SERVICES DIVISION
PREAMBLE
1.  Sections Affected
R3-2-202 Amend
R3-2-501 Amend
R3-2-502 Amend
R3-2-503 Amend
R3.2-504 New Section
R3-2-601 Amend
R3-2-612 Amend

Authorizing statute: A.R.S. §§ 3-107 and 3-1203
Implementing statutes: A.R.S. §§ 3-1203, 3-1205, 3-1207, 3-1741, and 3-1773

3. The effective date of the rules:
March 5, 1997

4. of 2 evious notices appearing in the
Notices of Rulemaking Decket Opening:
2AAR. 3556, August 9, 1996
2 A.AR. 4823, November 29, 1996
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking:
2 ALAR, 4856, December 6, 1996
5. e name addre agency pe i
Name: Shirley Conard, Rules Specialist
Address: Department of Agriculture
1688 West Adams, Room 124
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Telephone: (602) 542-0962
Fax: (602) 542-5420
6. j i i *

These rules govern the state and federal cooperative disease control program and the importation of cattle. The proposed rules add
additional requirernents to prevent the introduction of brucellosis or tuberculosis from cattle imported from Mexico.

R3-2.202, Meat and Poultry Inspection and Slaughtering Standards, This rule lists the incorporations by reference for meat and
poultry inspection and slanghtering procedures, and for the contents of processed meats and meat food products. The rulemaking
updates this material.

R3-2-501, Tubercuiosis Controt and Eradication, This rule has been rewritten to improve clarity and understanding, to correct a
statute citation, to update the existing incorporation by reference, and to incorporate by reference material dealing with cervidae
{all species of deer, elk, and moose) not listed as restricted wildlife.

B3:2-302.  Payment to Owners for Cattle Depopulated from Herds Infected with Tuberculosis. This rule is based upon the
requirement of A.R.S. § 3-1745(C) to notice, by rule, specific amounts for claims for purebred and grade stock animals. Tubercu-
losis has been eradicated in Arizona since 1979, and no claim for cattle infected with fuberculosis is expected. It is not an impos-
sibility, however, that tuberculosis infected cattle could be shipped into Arizona and slip through our inspection program.
References to a joint state-federal indemnity payment and the Emergency Livestock Disease Fund no longer exists and is being
removed from rule. Because of the eradication, the Department anticipates that A.R.S. § 3-1745(C) will be removed from statute
in the next legisiative session (1998).

R3:2-503, Brucellosis Control and Eradication. This rule has been rewritten to improve clatity and understanding, to update the
existing incorporation by reference, and to incorporate by reference material dealing with swine.

R3:2-504, Psendorabies Control and Fradication Procedures. This rule has been added to adopt, by reference, the USDA proce-
dures for pseudorabies,
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R3-2-601, Definitions. This rule has been updated to remove terms duplicated by statute or incorporation by reference material
and to add terms necessary for the understanding of this Article.

R3:2:612, Importation of Cartle and Bison. This rule adds additional requirements to prevent the introduction of brucellosis or
tuberculosis from cattle imported from Mexico. It relaxes the retesting requirement for dairy cattle from Class Free States; pro-
vides the requirements for dealing with moving imported quarantine catfle and addresses non-neutered cattle from Mexico; sets
down actions contained in the Border State Veterinarian's Consensus Document and already implemented in the State Veterinar-
jan’s Office and gives the State Veterinarian the option to allow the importation of non-vaccinated dairy cattle.

Not applicable.

The incorporation by reference material has been updated to enable the state to comply with USDA agreements and contracts to
administer programs that follow minimum federal standards.

As mentioned in the explanation of the rule, R3-2-302, tuberculosis has been eradicated from Arizona since 1979 and no claims
are expected. However, if an infected animal does enter the state the Department is sefting the maximum claim amount for pure-
bred and grade stock animals. This amount will not fully reimburse the owner for the animal, but will help the owner compensate
for the loss.

Most of the substantive changes in this rulemaking deal with tubercuiosis preventive actions contained in the Border State Veteri-
narian's Consensus Document which was endorsed by the Arizona/Sonora Animal Health Committee in the fall of 1995, (Ari-
zona, California, New Mexico, Texas) This Committee requested that the Arizona State Veterinarian promulgate rules
incorporating the tuberculosis preventive measures outlined in the Consensus Document. Since this endorsement, many of the pre-
ventative measures have already been implemented by the Department. This rulemaking validates those implementations.

A. The Department of Agriculture.

The benefit to the Department by updating R3-2-202 results from the ability to continue administering a meat and poultry
inspection program that is equal to that administered by the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), as required by federai
law. Should a state inspection program be deemed not to be administering regulations that are equivalent to those of the
USDA, the state becomes “designated” by the USDA. Designation results in both the loss of federal funding and the takeover
of inspection activities by the USDA.

The costs to the Department by updating R3-2-202 are restricted to additional time required for training inspection staff to
enforce the new inspection requirements. Although the USDA is providing for the training of a few core inspection staif
from the state program, the Department will be responsibie for all additional staff training. Training of Department inspec-
tion staff is ongoing, thus delivery of training on these new requirements will be incorporated into training sessions already
being planned.

The Sections in Articles 5 and & will benefit the Department primarily by strengthening its ability to prevent the introduction
of tuberculosis, brucellosis, and pseudorabies into the state’s livestock population, These Sections add additional testing
requirements for the importation of livestock from Mexico, a country where both tuberculosis and brucellosis are common,
update 2 referenced animal disease control guideline documents published by the USDA, and add 2 additional referenced
documents of the USDA that will help in the prevention and contro] of pseudorabies in swine, and tuberculosis in some spe-
cies of Cervidae.

There are no identifiable costs to the Department for these Sections. The propased rules simply assist the Department in pre-
venting the introduction of diseases, and controlling them should they be found.

B. Political Subdivision.

Political subdivisions of this state are not directly affected by the implementation and enforcement of this proposed rulemak-
ing.

C. Businesses Directly Affected By the Rulemaking. (Cattle growers, state licensed meat and poultry establishments)

Updating the incorporation by reference in R3-2-202 will enforce stricter standards on the inspection and slaughtering of
meat and poultry in Arizona. State agreements and contracts with the USDA compel the state to meet these standards to
maintain the integrity of the existing inspection and slaughtering program.

R3-2-202 directly affects the state licensed meat and poultry establishments with Department inspection service. The benefit
to these businesses is that the Department’s “equal t0” meat and poultry inspection program will continue to be certified by
the USDA. This enables these establishments to continue obtaining inspection service from the Department. Should the
USDA designate the state program for takeover, establishments will be required to obtain inspection service from the USDA.

Many state licensed estzblishments are unable to meet all of the physical facility requirements of the USDA and would be
forced to close.

The costs to these establishments include time required to implement the 3 new provisions required in the July 25, 1996,
amendment of the CFR. Namely, establishments must design and implement Standard Operating Procedures for Sanitation
(S80Ps), a testing program for E. coli, and a Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Point (HACCP) System for each of their
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processes (products). The amended CFR rule, entitled Pathogen Reduction; Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Point
(HACCP) Systems, contains a number of appendices that are sufficient to guide a plant in the design of the 3 required pro-
grams. Should establishments be unable to design an SSOP, HACCP, and E. coli testing program, they have the option to
hire a private consultant who will to design the programs for them.

In addition, to the expenditure of time and/or the need to hire a private consultant to design the 3 programs, establishments
will be responsible for all costs incurred in their E. coli testing program. This would include costs for sampling, shipping, and
faboratory fees. Excluding costs for time expended in collecting samples, estimates are that each test may cost between 835
and $75 per sample, depending on shipping costs. The minimum testing requirement for very small establishments is 1 test
per week for thirteen weeks during a testing window comprising the months of June, July, and August. Thus, an establish-
ment would incur costs of between $500 and $1000 per year for the E. coli testing.

The remaining Sections dealing with the control of animal diseases will result in slight added costs to the cattle feeder and
rancher businesses in the state due to the requirement for retesting of imported cattle from Mexico for brucellosis and tuber-
culosis. The eradication program costs in Mexico and the pre-importation testing requirements for livestock in Mexico are
borne primarily by the cattle owners in Mexico. The state and federal governments of Mexico also contribute part of the costs
of the eradication programs. Once imported into the state, the costs incurred to retest the cattle are bome by the owner, the
same as for cattle imported from other states in the United States. The magnitude of the costs will depend on the number of
cattle imported. An estimate of tuberculosis testing is $1 to $3 per head and for brucellosis testing, $2 to $5 per head. Costs
to the cattle business are far outweighed by the reduction in risks that accur with the implementation of these additional dis-
ease controf measures.

Private and public employment.
Private and public employment are not directly affected by the implementation and enforcement of this proposed rulemaking
Consumers and the Public.

By amending R3-2-202, the consumers of meat and poultry products produced in state plants will benefit by way of being
assured that these meat and poultry products are at least as wholesome as those produced in establishments inspected by the
USDA. The intent of the amended CFR that is being incorporated by reference is to make the inspection program more sci-
entific based, based more on prevention of contamination rather than contro] after contamination oceurs, and thus to increase
the safety of the nation’s supply of meat and poultry products.

Increased costs to the public could result from the increase in costs incurred by the establishments to produce the products.
Establishments would pass the costs on to the public through increased costs of meat and poultry products. Costs are
expected to be similar for products produced under both state and USDA inspection. :

The Sections in Articles 5 and 6 will benefit the public through reduction of the risks of importing livestock diseases, 2 of
which can directly infect people {brucellosis and tuberculosis) and 1 that would devastate the state’s pork industry, and indi-
rectly adversely impact the local economies and market price of hogs.

There are no costs to the public associated with implementation of the disease control measures proposed in the remainder of
the sections.

State Revenues.

This rulemaking will have no impact on state revenues.

bered.

R3-2-202(A). 9 CFR Chapter 111, Subchapters A and B

R3-2-202(B). 9 CFR Chapter IT{, Subchapters C and E

R3-2-501(A). Bovine Tuberculosis Eradication — Uniform Methods and Rules

R3-2-501(C). Tuberculosis Eradication in Cervidae ~ Uniform Metheds and Rules

R3-2-503(A). Brucellosis Eradication — Uniform Methods and Rules

R3-2-303{B). Swine Brucellosis Control/Eradication, State-Federal-Industry — Uniform Methods and Rules
R3-2-304. Pseudorabies, State-Federal-Industry Program Standard

R3-2-612(C). 9 CFR 92.424 through 92.427

R3-2-612(H), ¢ CFR 73, Scabies in Cattle

13. Was this rule previously adopted as an emergency rule:
No.
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14. The fulltext of the rules follows:

TITLE 3. AGRICULTURE

CHAPTER 2. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ANIMAL SERVICES DIVISION

ARTICLE 2. MEAT AND POULTRY INSPECTION

R3.2-202. Meat and Poultry Inspection and Siaughtering Stan-

dards

ARTICLE 5. STATE-FEDERAL COOPERATIVE DISEASE
CONTROL PROGRAM

Tuberculosis asereditation-procedures Control apd
memw
N Exadication Procedures o

ARTICLE 6. HEALTH REQUIREMENTS GOVERNING
ADMISSION OF ANIMALS

Definitions

Rogui for_imporation-of-catile lmnartati
of Cattle and Bison

R3-2-501.

R3-2-502.

R3-2-503.

R3-2-601.
R3-2-612.

ARTICLE 2. MEAT AND POULTRY INSPECTION

R3-2.202.

Standards

A. All meat inspection and slaughtering procedures shall be con-
ducted as prescribed in 9 CFR Chapter III, Subchapier Sub-
chapiers A and E, as.amended July 25,
1996, The material incorporated hefem by reference is on file
with the Office of the Secretary of State and does not include
any later amendments or editions of the incorporated matter.
The foliowing parts and sections of @ CFR, Chapter I, Sub-
chapter A, are excepted from incorporation:

Meat and Poultry Inspection and Slaughtering

302.2 321 3299
3063 322 331
307.5 327 333
312 3297

B. All poultry inspection and slaughtering procedures shall be
conducted as prescribed in S-GFR-381revised January-1-1994

9 CFR Chapter 111, Subchapters C and E, as amended July 25,
1896 The material incorporated herein by reference is on file
with the Office of the Secretary of State and does rot include
any later amendments or editions of the incorporated matter.
The following sections of $-6FR-38% 9 CFR Chapter 11, Sub-
chapter C are excepted from incorporation:
381.38 381.218
381.96 through 381.112  381.220 through 381.225
381.195 through 381.209 381.230 through 381.236
381.185 through 381.186

ARTICLE 5. STATE-FEDERAL COOPERATIVE DISEASE

CONTROL PROGRAM
R3-2-501. Tuberculosis Aecreditation-Preocedures Control
| Eradication P l

A. Procedures for tuberculosis control and eradication in Gattle
cattle, bison and goats shall aet-be-meoved-ortransported-to-or

within-this-state-cxeept incompliance-with the-provisions-of be
as prescribed. in the B:S--Bepartment-of-Agriculture. [ISDA
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publication, Bovine Tuberculosis Eradication — Uniform
Methods and Rules, effective Massh-33-1985; Eehruary 3,
1989, which-provisions-are-hereby This material is incorpo-
rated by reference, and—A-copy-of-the-publication does. not

mdud&any.iatczammﬁmnts_mdmmm_nﬂhc_ummm&d
matter, ang is on file with the Office of the Secretary of State.

B. Cattle orbison wilifully exposed to quarantined cattle or bison
are not eligible for the tuberculosis depopulation indemnity
provided in A R.S. § 24745 3-1745.

R3-2-502. Payment to—Owners—for—Cattle—-Bepopulated

Because—of—TFubereutosis to. Ownpers for Cattle Depopulated

from Herds Infected With Tuberculosis

A. The state shall pay owners a tuberculosis depopulation indem-
nity set-exeeed of $100.00 for each purebred animal and netto
e;eeeeaé—$50 00 for each grade stock animal. Any—joint

B. The tuberculosis indemnity claims againét the state are pay-
able subject to Beard Director approval and availability of

shall be as preseribed in the U-8—DPepartment-of-Agriculiure
USDA publication, Brucellosis Eradication — Uniform Math-

ods and Rules effectiveJuly 15,1986, and amendments
thereto-effective-January 151988, effective May 6, 1992, and

revised February 16, 1993, and Tune 16, 1994, This material is
incorporated herein by reference, does not include any later

and is on

file with the Office of the Secretary of State

Volume 3, Issue #13



ARTICLE 6. HEALTH REQUIREMENTS GOVERNING
ADMISSION OF ANIMALS

R3-2- 681

Definitions

4.1, “Dairy cattle” means cattle of dairy breeds or dairy types
used for the production of milk or milk products for
human consumption.

2— < :
~Designated feedlot” means a confined drylot.area under :
mmmmmﬂdw le.or hison that he losi ber

5:3. “Health certificate” means a legible record that is issued
al ted ok he noint of oriein of

ﬁwmmmmmmm
2606, and is written on anefficial-health-cenificate 2
form approved by the chief animal health official of the

state of origin or an equivalent form of the

ment-of-Agriculture IISDA attesting that the animals
described thereon-have hias been inspected and found to
me:et thc Anmna entzy requ:rements—eﬁ%he—s«&ats-@ﬁm

e

£ £l i ?

, :
“Permit pumber” means an official serialized number
issued by the Aﬁ%@ﬂ&uState Veterinarian’s Office which

-2- allows
the reguiated movemcnt of certain amrnals into Anzona

R3-2-612.

Requi fori ionofcattle I )
tion of Cattle and Bison
AGMMWMMMMM

the requirements in R3-2-602 through R3-2-611 provided and
the following conditions:
+  Steers;spayed-heifers-and-calves-under 6-months-of-age
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2

tuberowlosis:)

3:1. Pay the Expenses gxpenses 1ncurred due t0 quarantines
quarantine, testing test, and retesting—of refest fhe
imported cattle mmm%mwm

2 EmemﬂﬁdJmeangm_hmdugM
dairy cattle, ensure that an accredited veterinarian applies
alISDA metal eartag to each animal,

4. The-state-will Arizona shall not accept:

L enimals Catfle or bison from brocellosis infected,
exposed, or quarantined herds regardless of their vaccina-
tion andlor test status, or hoth, except:

. forsteers; Steers and spayed females, and
i-h. animals-being Animals shipped directly to-an-Asi-
zeaa—quam:—aed—feeéepes for immediate slaughter

zona if
a. 18 months ofage or older, s

b. Mmg Cutting the 1st set of permanent incisors.,

cmmwgmm

Z-3. No bruceliosis test is required for cattle ar hison originat-
ing from a certified brucellosis-freeherdif Certified Bry-
sellosis-Free Herd if the herd certification number is

documented on the health certificate and_import_permit
accompanying the-cattle.
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34. Dairy-or-The owner or owner’s agent shall ensure that slaughter and a.copy shall be submitted o the Siate Vet-
beef breeding cattle or breeding bison entering-witheut erinarian,
Mevs—gaahﬁeaﬁens—m&stbs—eﬂwm&se quahﬁeé«by—a C:E. Except for the following, Adl all female dairy cattle ever-6 4

months of age or older, imported into-the-state—ef Arizona,
shali be official calfhood vacci-
nates, properly 1dem;ﬁed certified, and legibly taticoed:

Exceptions:
1. Show cattle f(}r cxhtbltmn—en;y—

5 ) N
davs.nor later than 120 davs after entry, Exceptions to Cattle ﬁ'om a Certlﬁed Bmcel?osw—free Hcrd wath per-
sueh this import quarantine and hrucellosis testing is are mission of the State Veterinarian;,
provided for native ranch cattle in adjacent free or elass-4 KN mmmmmmm
states Class A States and official calthood vaccinates net
yet less than 18 months of age. 34, Caniemmn&gnﬂddwea&dmlxmmmm

5. The owner or owner’s agent shall notify the State Veteri- gfﬁm&smmuicdm&ﬂm@mabhﬁmfaxmm
]: EET:E}:'SC] 3 i 1- H] -2- : t 5 EZE']E 4_5-. “S”l;a igd Ei’:é i E !g t t
from the destination, unless the animals are shipped signed.for feeding pumoses to a designated feedlot unéer

directly to an official state or federal slaughter establish- mpﬂri penmt Rﬁ—mb@d‘ .

and tested priesto before sale andfor movement from the *

sonducted, al the auction, the owner or owner’s agent shall
auction-premises stockyard. Theyare The owner. or ensure that the cattle or bison shall-also-be-included-inthe MG
owner’s agent shatl not commingle these cattle or bison festing at-such-auction-prier-to are tested hefore the sale. The
not-to-he-copmmingled with other cattle or bison until new..owner.shall_segregate the cattle or bison and retest for

these cattle or bison are tested and found to he bruceHosis brucellosis 45 t0 320 days. afier the anjmals entered the state,

negative.
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Arizona without prior permission of the State Veterinar: &l Bovine scabies requirements,
ian. 1. N Theowneror owner’s agent shall epsure that no cattle
4.  Steers and spayed heifers from states or regions in Mex- or bison affected with or exposed to scabies shatl-be is
ieo. determined by the State Veterinarian to have fully shipped, trailed, driven, or otherwise transported or
implemented the Eradication Phase of the bovine tuber- moved into-the-state-of Arizona—fer—&ny—pafpese except
sulosis eradication. program of Mexico may be imported cattle or hison preperly-identified and moving under per-
into Arizona, if they have either: mit number and seal for immediate slaughter ataan spe-
a.  Fested negative for tuberculosis in accordance with eific Qfﬁnml state or federal slaughter plant
Eradication ~ Uniform Methods and Rules within 60 2. Gatle Ihammumnm.aggnﬁnf.catﬁgm.bmn from
days before entry into the United States, or an official state or federal scabies quarantined aseas area
b Originated from a herd that is eguivalent to an {state-orfederal}-must shall comply with
aceredited herd in the United States and are moved the requirements of 9 CFR 73, “Scabies in Cattle?, Janu-
W@mmwg i neled with o ] M*Mmmammwlgali
or bison before arriving at the border, reference; before movement is permitted mg:zmg the_cat-
5. Steers.end spaved heifers from states or repions in Mex- tle or hison into Anzona This material is_incorporated
wha&mmmwr fexi freotly | - i mmmmmmmmmmmm
group.and not commingled with ather cattle before agriy- breeding and feeder- feeding cattle and hison from known
isgatthe. border, scabies infected arcas and states-with-major-infestations
6. Beef breeding caule and breeding bison from states or may-be-fegquired-to-be-dipped he dipped or treated even
regions in Mexico determingd by the State Veterinarian theugh if the animals are not known to be directly
to have fully implemented the Eradication or Free Phase exposed. Dairrcattle-will-berequired-to The State Veter-
of the bovine tuberculosis eradication program of Mexico inarian shall require that dairy cattie be dipped only if the
may..be imported into Arizopa if they remain under anirnals are known to be exposed;; otherwise a veterinar-
import suarantine and isolation until retested negative for fan’s examination and certification may shall be suffi-
tubgreuiosis in accordance with the Bovine Tuberculosis cient. Such-requirementswili-be-furnished-with permit
Eradication — Unifom Method { Rul T ; oable.
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NOTICE OF FINAL RULEMAKING

TITLE 20. COMMERCE, BANKING, AND INSURANCE

CHAPTER 3. OFFICE OF TOURISM

EREAMBLE
1. Sections Affected
R20-3-101 Amend
R20-3-102 Amend
R20-3-103 Amend
R26-3-104 Amend
2.
Authorizing statute; AR.S. § 41-2305
Implementing statute: A.R.S. § 41-2303
3. i
March 3, 1997
4 . . .
Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening:
2 ALAR. 4439, November 1, 1996
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking:
2 A.AR. 4786, November 29, 1996
5. d e 4 ) = a _'~' ] D& C
Name: Gary Vrabel
Address: Office of Tourism
2702 North 3rd Street, Suite 4015
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-4608
Telephone: (602) 230-7733
Fax: (602) 255-4600
6. eXpiana 11 ¢, inclnding the age £A501) niia o
These rules govern the joint venture program between the state and private corporations. This rulemaking updates these rules for
clarity and understanding.
7.
Not applicable.
8.

Since no substantive information has been changed or added in these rules, the economic, small business, and consumer impact is
unchanged.

A. The Office of Tourism
The benefit to the Office by updating this Article resalts in the ability of the Office to administer a joint venture program that
clearly informs the private corporation of the requirements to participate,

B. Political Subdivision

Updating the language of this Article will ensure that any political subdivision who applies as a private corperation is clearly
and explicitly apprised of the requirements to participate in the joint venture,

C. Businesses Directly Affected by the Rulemaking (Private corporations)

Updating the language of this Article will ensure that private corporations are clearly and explicitly apprised of the require-
ments to participate in a joint venture.

D. Private and public employment
Private and public employment are not directly affected by the implementation and enforcement of this proposed rulemaking,

E. Consumers and the Public.
Consumers and the public are not directly affected by the implementation and enforcement of this proposed rulemaking.

F. State Records
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This ruleraking will have no impact on state revenues,

Notices of Final Rulemaking

TITLE 20. COMMERCE, BANKING, AND INSURANCE

CHAPTER 3. OFFICE OF TOURISM

ARTICLE 1. JOINT-VENTURES

Section
R20-3-101.  Definitions
R20-3-102.  Application loint-Venture Procedure Procedures,
R20-3-103. Standards for Participants
R20-3-104,  Conditions of Participation

ARTICLE 1. JOINT:VENTURES
R20-3-101. Definitions
Intheserules,-unless-the-context-otherwiserequires; The following
term applies to this Article, jeint Joint-venture activity” means a

united tourism-related, advertising; or promotional activity between
the Arizona Office Tourism (the Office) and 1 year or more private

corporations,
R20-3-102. Applie&tien Jﬂjniziennme Procedure Proce-
dures,

A private corporation may-apply that wishes to participate in a
jomtwensure activity in-t-of thefollowingways shall,_nn_nsmn
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10, A projected budget. deseribing fhe allocstion of tont

R20-3-103.  Standards for Participants
In determining whether to enter inte a jointzventure activity, the
Office shall consider the following standards:

I. How—dees Does the proposal supplement the AOF

Office’s marketing objectives?
2. Isthe proposal for a-major an Arizona market identified
?
3. What-is-the-experience—of Does the private corporation

have experiencg in marketing Azizena a destination in the
market to-be selected?

Is it in the Office’s best financial interest to participate?

%at—;s Is the potenhal impact of the pregram joint-ven-
on tourism in Arizona?

6. Is the marketing philosophy of the private corporation

compatible with the marketing philosophy of the Office?

R20-3-104.
A

private corporation, the private corporation shall agree to the fol-
lowing cenditions ofpasticipation:

1. The private corporatlon shall supply a minimum of 50%
of the monies in cash or in kind for the joint-venture
activity.

2. No-menies-will-be-paid-by-the The state shall pay no
manies hefore prier-te receipt of the services,

3. The Director of the Arizona Office of Tourism shall be
the final authority for all jeint-venture activity.

HalF o

Condtt:ons of Partlcapatmn
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